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Octobexr 12. 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Comnunications Commission
445 12th Street. NUW

Washington, D.C. 20654

Dear Hichael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer elsctronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing nmovie studios to
veto features ¢of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists wvhat nev products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in mne being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tine.

Sincerely,

Peter Landers

6223 Rime Village Dr NV Apt 207
Huntsville, AL 35806

Usa
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Qectober 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. Ag a consumer
and citizen, I fee] strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veta features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I wonld actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devicer that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Stanley Wright

Rt 92 PO Box 30

South Gibson, PA 18842
Usa
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October 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wnting te voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consurner electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their custorners. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV.capable
receivers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Joseph Young

7716 Roberts St. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87109
USA
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Oectober 12, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michaal Powell,

| am writing to velce my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technology for digltal tefevision. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowihg movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they eah create. This will result In products that don't necessatlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

it the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wiil not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyweod. Please de not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Karl Palutke

800 Lelsure Lake Drive
Apartment 18-B

Warner Roblns, GA 31088
UsA
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October 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commisgion
445 12th Street, NW

Waah.ington, D.C 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. Ag a consumer
and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactyrers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumere like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC igsues a broadeast flag mandate, ] wonld actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

David Wood

408 8th Ave.

#1B

Brooklyn, NY 11215
Usa
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October 12, 2003 -

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronice must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new produets they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior fnetionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Sean Cooper

63 Lookout 5t.

Springboro, OH 45066 -
usa
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October 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wating to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be damaging in terms of
innovation, consumer nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consurmer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customners. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could zesult in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recevers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywoed.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technolegy for digital television, Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Owen Swerkstrom

W7222 Luther Rd

Spooner, WI 54801
USA
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Cctober 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Comrmunications Comrmussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am watng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citrzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumner
nights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues 2 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hellywood.
Please do not rnandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Robert Huss

150 Sherwood Dr. #76
Salinas, CA 93901
USA
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October 12. 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Comnission
445 12th Street, NY

Vashington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV -

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be reooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Alloving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyvood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television., Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

Alan Field

2917 Debra Drive
Raleigh, NC 27607
Usi
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October 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consurner and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive mackst for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. [ will not-pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television, Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Brody Hurst

810 Forest Glade Cix
Grass Valley, CA 95945
USA
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Qctober 12, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communlications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michaal Powell,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FGC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" techheology for digital television. As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive rarket for conaumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
eustomers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studios to tell technologlsts
what hew products they can create. This will resuit In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke ime
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other aquipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

David Dugan
820 W. DivIslon
Normal, IL 647€1
USA
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October 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

L am writing to voice my oppasition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for convumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
oreate. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, end it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior fnctionality,

If the FCC igpues a broadeast flag mandate, ] would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Bron Rogers

P.O. Box 462
Alpena, AR 72611
Usa,
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October 12, 2003

Chairman Michasl K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NU

Vashington, D.C. 205%4

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compestitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what nev products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged nore money for inferior functionality.

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I vould actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank yvou for your time.

Sincerely,

Steve Bryant

952 Wemberton Drive
Nashville, TN 37214
Usa
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October 12, 2003

Chairrnan Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, 1.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am wating to voice my opposition to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digjtal
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consurner
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive rnarkat for consumer electronics must he tooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in e being charged mate money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC issues 4 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nphts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Thomas Immel

3636 Solano Ave
Richmond, CA 94805
USA
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October 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of *broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customners. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolopiste what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Rebeoca Robingon
1522 W Cornelia Ave
Waukegan, IL 60085
USA



Page 1 of 1 5:48:51 PM, 10/12/03 5413023089

October 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

4 robust, competitive narket for consumer electronics nust be rooted in
manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists wvhat nev products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for vour tine.

Sincerely.

Eric Danker

553 Winter Bluff Dr
Fenton, MO 63026
USA
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Oetober 14, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communieations Cotnmission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,
L am writing to velee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadeast fiag® technology for digital televislon. As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' ability to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wlil enable the studlos to teil technologlsts
what new products they can ¢reate. This will result in products that don't necessailly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

it the FCC lssues s broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-=capable recelvers

and other equipment. | will hot pay more for devicas that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Ravle Samuel

10804 Satinwood Cirele
Orlande, FL 32825
USAa
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October 14, 2003

Chaitman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commiesion
445 [2th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

T am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronice must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customere. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in producte that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
cherged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC insues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other

equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digitel television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Stickel

90 Quincy Shore Dr Apt 707
Quincy, MA 02171

usa
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October 14, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

| am writihg to velce my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technology for digital televigion. As a
consumer and clitlzen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, eompetitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturarg' aklity to Innevate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wlll enable the studles to tell technologlsts
what hew products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for inferlor functionality,

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment Ih DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | witl not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadecast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Alaln Bertrand

6791 Masters Court
West Valley, UT 84128
USA
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October 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Comrmission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

[ am wating to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consurner electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers, Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V.reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technclogists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessaaly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged moze money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V-capable
teceivers and other equipment. I will not. pay more for devices that limit my nights at the behest of Flollywoad.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Exc Schaub

3 Parloview Ave
Norwall, CT 06853
UsSA
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October 12, 2003

Chalrman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michae! Powel|,

I am writing to volece my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
cohsumer and cltizen, | feel strongiy that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electranics must be reoted [n manufacturers' abllity to innovate forf thelr
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlion equipment wili enable the studlos to teli technologists
what hew products they can ereate. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuglly be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capeble recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Piease do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time,

Slneerely,

Tom Dygon
95-1127 Ahoka St.
Mlilltanl, HI 96789
USA
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October 12, 2003

Chairman Hichael K. Powell
Federal Communications Comnission
445 12th Street. NUW

Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers. Alloving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. 1 will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank yvou for your time.

Sincerely,

Kenn Hamm

48 Division St.
Catskill, NY 12414
usa
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October 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commipsion
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. A a consumer
and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronice must be rooted in mannfacturere ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to teli technologists what new produets they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what conswmers like me actally want, and it conld resnlt in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywoed. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digitel televigion. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Dean Costello

4128 Rivanna Dr
Springfield, VA 22150
usa
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October 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street., WY

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Powell,

I am writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen., I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation., consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, conmpetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Alloving movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tinme.

Sincerely.

Ross Vandegrift

530 School Road

Lincoln University, PA 19362
USA
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October 12, 2003

Chairman Michael K. Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NU

WVashington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael! Powell,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their custoners. Allovwing movie studics to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Hichael Anderson

2495 S Gaylord St Apt 6
Denver., CO 80214

USa



